








course	without	taking	Chinese	local	conditions	into	account.		For	researchers,	becoming	conscious	of	their	positionality	does	not	mean	that	they	will	stop	be-ing	 impartial,	or	 that	 they	will	express	 their	opinions	without	substantiation.	Rather,	positionality	allows	 researchers	 to	 examine	 and	 develop	 a	 clearer	 understanding	 of	 their	 own	 relationship	 to	their	studies,	and	to	better	inform	their	audience	of	the	position	in	which	they	situate	themselves.	In	this	way,	researchers	can	have	an	ongoing	dialogue	with	their	own	research	as	well	as	with	the	au-dience	of	their	work.		My	 research	 looks	 at	 the	 representation	 of	 political	 activities	 on	 the	 free	 online	 encyclopedia	Wikipedia.	 I	 focus	 particularly	 on	 entries	 about	 the	Umbrella	Movement	which	was	mobilized	 in	Hong	 Kong	 in	 2014	 in	 response	 to	 changing	 governance	 arrangements	 between	 Hong	 Kong	 and	China.	I	plan	to	use	discourse	analysis	to	study	Wikipedia’s	coverage	of	the	movement	with	the	hope	of	demonstrating	how	power	relations	between	editors	shape	the	process	of	knowledge	production.		In	what	follows,	I	reflect	on	my	positionality	in	carrying	out	this	work	by	answering	three	ques-tions:	What	brought	me	to	my	topic?	How	will	I	conduct	my	research?	And	how	is	my	research	re-lated	to	social	 justice?	I	conclude	that	positioning	myself	between	the	West	and	East	and	between	the	global	and	local	allows	me	to	reexamine	my	previous	knowledge,	and	to	 incorporate	these	re-flections	into	the	formulation	of	my	positionality.	The	real-life	shock	of	communicating	with	other	Chinese	led	me	to	realize	that	even	on	platforms	such	as	Wikipedia,	which	is	supposed	to	produce	value-free	knowledge,	people	are	still	not	able	to	escape	the	giant	and	intangible	shadow	of	the	dis-cursive	hegemony	of	the	West.		
What	Brought	Me	to	My	Topic?	
	 In	 the	book	Observing	the	Observer:	Understanding	Ourselves	in	Field	Research	 (Reinharz,	2011),	the	author	argued	that	the	researcher	is	not	just	objectively	carrying	out	fieldwork,	but	should	also	be	 considered	 as	 an	 instrument	 that	 will	 significantly	 shape	 research	 processes	 and	 results.	 She	provided	a	framework	to	assess	the	researcher’s	positionality	which	is	divided	into	research	selves,	








astonished	to	learn	that	how	the	story	has	been	told	quite	differently	on	two	pages.	The	editors	of	these	 pages	 hope	 to	 keep	 their	 own	 independence	 rather	 than	 to	 interact	with	 and	 refer	 to	 each	other,	 which	 shows	 the	 tension	 between	 English	 and	 local	 editors	 and	 the	 difficulty	 of	 local	knowledge	being	presented	on	a	global	platform.	I	did	not	expect	this	before	beginning	the	research.	Researchers	 need	 to	 learn	 how	 to	make	 sense	 of	 their	 ever-changing	 experiences	 during	 the	 re-search	process,	and	how	to	incorporate	transformations	of	the	situational	self	into	their	studies.		
How	Am	I	Going	to	Do	My	Research?	




sus	in	the	process	of	knowledge	production,	not	involving	issues	of	social	relations	and	power.	But	with	 further	 contemplation,	 I	 realized	 that	 tensions	between	 the	 two	 sides	of	 the	political	 power	dynamic	 lurk	behind	every	single	sentence.	The	geopolitical	relationship	between	Mainland	China	and	Hong	Kong	and	the	discursive	impact	of	the	West	cannot	be	overlooked	if	I	intend	to	get	a	full	picture	of	the	knowledge	production	process.	Therefore,	I	have	decided	that	critical	discourse	anal-ysis	is	a	better	fit	with	my	project.		Critical	discourse	analysis	presumes	that	there	are	unequal	power	relations	at	work	in	the	social	world,	and	emphasizes	how	the	dominant	group	legitimates	and	maintains	this	relationship	by	con-trolling	texts	(van	Dijk,1993).	It	is	interesting	to	note	that	Hong	Kong	community	presents	itself	dif-ferently	in	the	English	and	Chinese	contexts.	Compared	to	the	English	version,	the	discourse	on	the	Chinese	page	is	overwhelmingly	dominated	by	a	group	of	pro-democracy	activist	editors.	Not	only	do	 they	highlight	violent	 conflict	between	protesters	and	 the	police,	 and	cite	 sources	 from	 liberal	media	to	back	up	their	edits,	but	some	of	them	even	indiscriminately	attacked	editors	who	disagree	with	their	arrangements	of	the	content,	accusing	them	of	being	propagandizing	for	People’s	Repub-lic	 of	 China.	 This	 process	 is	what	 gave	 rise	 to	 the	 dominant	 version	 of	 the	 story	 of	 the	Umbrella	Movement	which	 is	what	we	 see	 in	 the	Wikipedia	page	on	 the	 topic.	 It	 is	 a	process	 that	 silenced	many	voices.	Instead	of	considering	a	bottom-up	framework,	I	take	the	position	of	those	unspoken	and	unheard	voices,	thereby	criticizing	how	the	dominant	voices	produce	and	reproduce	their	dis-course.	Discourse	analysis	cannot	be	neutral	and	it	does	not	even	aim	to	be	objective.	It	is	not	simp-ly	a	technique.	Rather	it	is	a	methodology	that	provides	us	with	a	way	to	observe	and	explain	social	reality.		
How	Does	My	Project	Relate	to	Social	Justice?	




work.	By	analyzing	two	different	processes	of	storytelling	of	the	movement,	I	expect	to	provide	an	example	 of	 how	 local	 communities	 manage	 their	 epistemological	 dilemmas.	 These	 communities	struggle	over	the	documentation	of	history,	and	they	do	so	without	being	able	to	escape	the	hege-monic	discursive	impact	of	the	West	at	a	global	level.		When	I	reflect	on	my	methodology,	I	find	that	it	also	relates	to	social	justice.	By	applying	critical	discourse	analysis	to	my	study,	I	am	able	to	see	how	a	text	reflects	and	constructs	social	reality	and	how	power	relations	play	ideological	and	cognitive	roles	in	this	process.	To	put	it	in	another	way,	I	can	better	see	how	people	understand	social	justice	and	how	they	incorporate	texts	and	actions	into	discourse	so	as	to	maintain	or	resist	existing	power	structures	(Phillips,	Lawrence,	&	Hardy,	2004).	In	the	two	different	versions	of	the	Umbrella	Movement	Wikipedia	article,	the	“truth”	of	the	event	is	demonstrated	in	different	ways	by	editors	making	specific	editorial	choices	and	emphasizing	differ-ent	 topics.	 Facing	a	global	or	 local	 audience,	 social	 justice	 is	 constructed	variously	 in	 response	 to	different	power	structures	and	dynamics.	Having	said	this,	doing	an	interpretative	and	reflective	work	means	that	I	can	never	really	ascer-tain	that	I	truly	represent	those	unheard	voices.	The	discourse	constructed	within	Wikipedia	texts	will	be	known	to	the	public	through	my	work.	But	I	can	never	be	entirely	sure	if	my	interpretation	is	what	 the	authors	 intended.	 I	 consider	 this	 to	be	an	 imbalance	of	power	relations	between	the	re-searcher	and	researched,	even	though	there	is	nothing	I	can	do	to	change	it.	 In	this	relationship,	 I	am	the	researcher	with	initiative	and	agenda,	but	they	are	the	researched,	and	are	rendered	passive.		I	can	take	some	comfort	in	an	argument	offered	by	Etherington	(2004),	who	says	that	“by	using	reflectivity	 in	research	we	close	the	illusory	gap	between	researcher	and	researched	and	between	the	knower	and	what	is	known”	(p.32).	Researchers	cannot	realize	that	they	are	taking	a	“reality”,	which	can	be	biased	or	unjust,	for	granted	unless	they	keep	themselves	“open”	to	the	audience	and	make	clear	how	their	three	selves	infiltrate	into	research	processes.	This	introspection	is	not	a	sup-plement	to	our	study,	but	rather	is	itself	crucial	to	the	research	process.		What	we	can	conclude	from	this	is	that	knowledge	production	is	an	articulation	of	power	struc-tures.	Even	 though	people	consider	Wikipedia	 to	be	a	 reliable	source	of	knowledge,	questions	re-main:	which	version	of	reality	is	 legitimated	and	in	the	service	of	whom.	Positioning	myself	at	the	crossroads	of	West	and	East,	local	and	global,	I	have	a	chance	to	rethink	my	prior	knowledge.	I	can	examine	the	disjuncture	between	knowledge	that	comes	from	being	a	member	of	dominant	Chinese	versus	the	knowledge	that	comes	from	the	perspective	of	the	marginalized	peoples	within	Western	society.	 The	 clash	 of	 these	 two	 perspectives	 enables	me	 to	 truly	 realize	 the	 significance	 of	 a	 re-searcher’s	positionality.	This	realization	has	reshaped	my	three	selves—	my	research	self,	personal	self	 and	situational	 self—and	have	caused	me	 to	pursue	an	examination	of	 the	behind-the-scenes	power	dynamics	that	shape	online	knowledge	production.	Being	reflective	of	how	I	position	myself	in	 relation	 to	my	 study	 constantly	 reminds	me	of	my	 responsibility	 to	 those	 unheard	 voices,	 and	makes	me	want	to	ensure	that	I	represent	them	justly.	Like	anyone	in	the	world	who	is	unable	to	get	rid	of	the	subliminal	influence	of	global	epistemological	hegemony,	this	process	of	finding	answers	is	a	constant	introspection	in	my	life.	
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